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- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 



2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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Art Unit: 2683 



DETAILED ACTION 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Andersson et al, Westerlage et al., Stephens, Dennison et al., Sagers et al. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to 

which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5, 8, 12-21, 23-30, 33, 36-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Grube et al. in view of Agness et al. 

1 . Regarding Claim 1 , Grube disclosed A method for controlling the use of a portable 
communications device in a vehicle comprising; 

deriving information relating to the geographic location of said personal communications device, 
deriving information relating to restrictions on the use of personal communications devices in 
each of a plurality of geographic regions, (col.2; 29 - col.3; 7) 

determining whether said geographic location of said personal communications device bears a 
predetermined relationship to at least one of said geographic regions, (col.3; 1-30) 
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determining restrictions on use of said personal communications device while said 
predetermined relationship exists, (col.4; 9-21) 

Grube fails to disclosed the use of a portable communications device in a vehicle. 
However, Agness teaches in an analogous art, that the use of a portable communications device 
in a vehicle (0038; pg.3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention to include the use of a portable communications device in a vehicle in 
order to provide a transmission inhibit system for cell phones being used at highway locations 
and at other specific restricted locations or at elected locations. 

2. Regarding Claim 2, Grube disclosed The method of claim 1 wherein said deriving 
information relating to the geographic location of said personal communications device 
comprises deriving information from a global positioning satellite (GPS) receiver. (1 17-1 18; 
fig.l;col.2; 29-40) 

3. Regarding Claim 3, Grube disclosed The method of claim 2 wherein said GPS receiver is 
included in said personal communications device. (117-118; fig.l; col.2; 29-40) 

4. Regarding Claim 4, Grube disclosed all the particulars of the claim except the GPS 
receiver is included in a vehicle. However, Agness teaches in an analogous art, that The method 
of claim 2 wherein said GPS receiver is included in said vehicle (0037; pg.2 - 0038; pg.3). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to include the GPS receiver is included in a vehicle in order to provide a transmission inhibit 
system for cell phones being used at highway locations and at other specific restricted locations 
or at elected locations. 
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5. Regarding Claim 5, Grube disclosed The method of claim 1 wherein said deriving 
information relating to said regions comprises accessing a database comprising geographical 
definitions of a plurality of regions and restrictions applicable to personal communications 
device use in each of said regions, (col. 2; 54-60) 

8. Regarding Claim 8, Grube disclosed The method of claim 7 wherein said customer is a 
user of said personal communications device, (col.3; 23-30) 

12. Regarding Claim 12, Grube disclosed The method of claim 1 wherein said determining 
whether said geographic location of said personal communications device bears a predetermined 
relationship to at least one of said geographic regions comprises determining at least one of said 
geographic regions that includes said geographic location of said personal communications 
device, (col.3; 1-30 & col.4; 9-21) 

13. Regarding Claim 13, Grube disclosed The method of claim 1 wherein said determining of 
restrictions on use of said personal communications device comprises selecting a predetermined 
set of restrictions from among those restrictions applicable within respective geographic regions 
in which said personal communications device is located, (col.3; 1-30 & col.4; 9-21) 

14. Regarding Claim 14, Grube disclosed The method of claim 1 wherein said selecting a 
predetermined set of restrictions comprises selecting said predetermined set of restrictions 
subject to at least one condition, (col.3; 1-30 & col.4; 9-21) 

15. Regarding Claim 15, Grube disclosed The method of claim 14 wherein said at least one 
condition comprises an exemption from restrictions on use of said personal communications 
device for originating predetermined classes of communications, (col.3; 1-30 & col.4; 9-21) 
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16. Regarding Claim 16, Grube disclosed all the particulars of the claim except emergency 
communications. However, Agness teaches in an analogous art, that The method of claim 15 
wherein said predetermined classes of communications comprises emergency communications. 
(0074; pg.5 & 0036; pg.2). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to include emergency communications in order to provide access in 
priority condition. 

17. Regarding Claim 17, Grube disclosed all the particulars of the claim except emergency 
communications. However, Agness teaches in an analogous art, that The method of claim 15 
wherein said at least one condition comprises an exemption from restrictions on use of said 
personal communications device for receiving predetermined classes of communications. (0074; 
pg.5 & 0036; pg.2). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to include emergency communications in order to provide access in priority 
condition. 

18. Regarding Claim 18, Grube disclosed all the particulars of the claim except emergency 
communications. However, Agness teaches in an analogous art, that The method of claim 17 
wherein said predetermined classes of communications comprises emergency communications. 
(0074; pg.5 & 0036; pg.2). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to include emergency communications in order to provide access in 
priority condition. 

19. Regarding Claim 19, Grube disclosed all the particulars of the claim except a wireless 
communications device for communicating with at least one fixed location. However, Agness 
teaches in an analogous art, that The method of claim 1 wherein said personal communications 
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device comprises a wireless communications device for communicating with at least one fixed 
location (37; fig.l; 0042; pg.3). communications node. (35; fig.l; 0042; pg.3). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include a 
wireless communications device for communicating with at least one fixed location in order to 
provide monitoring and controlling system for inhibiting transmission with respect to 
predetermined location. 

20. Regarding Claim 20, Grube disclosed all the particulars of the claim except a node of a 
terrestrial communications network. However, Agness teaches in an analogous art, that The 
method of claim 19 wherein said at least one fixed-location communications node comprises a 
node of a terrestrial (17; fig.l; 0037; pg.2-3) communications network, said network having a 
plurality of communications nodes. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of invention to include a node of a terrestrial communications network 
in order to provide monitoring and controlling system for inhibiting transmission with respect to 
predetermined location. 

21. Regarding Claim 21, Grube disclosed all the particulars of the claim except receiving 
location information from at least one of said communications nodes. However, Agness teaches 
in an analogous art, that The method of claim 20 wherein said deriving information relating to 
the geographic location of said personal communications device comprises receiving location 
information from at least one of said communications nodes. (35; fig.l; 0042; pg.3). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include 
receiving location information from at least one of said communications nodes in order to 
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provide monitoring and controlling system for inhibiting transmission with respect to 
predetermined location. 

23. Regarding Claim 23, Grube disclosed all the particulars of the claim except a wireless 
communications device for communicating with at least one fixed location. However, Agness 
teaches in an analogous art, that The method of claim 20 wherein said fixed- location 
communications node (35; fig.l; 0042; pg.3) comprises a wireless base station transmitter (31; 
fig. 1; 0041; pg.3), and said deriving information relating to restrictions on the use of personal 
communications devices in each of a plurality of geographic areas comprises receiving message 
information from said wireless base station relating to restrictions applicable in at least one 
region proximate (severe weather location; 0043; pg.3) said wireless base station. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include a 
wireless communications device for communicating with at least one fixed location in order to 
provide monitoring and controlling system for inhibiting transmission with respect to 
predetermined location. 

24. Regarding Claim 24, Grube disclosed The method of claim 23 wherein said receiving 
said message information from said wireless base station relating to restrictions on use of 
personal communications devices occurs at said personal communications device, and wherein 
said deriving information relating to the geographic location of said personal communications 
device comprises receiving global positioning satellite (GPS) information from a GPS receiver 
included in said personal communications device. (117-118; fig.l; col.2; 29-40) 

25. Regarding Claim 25, Grube disclosed The method of claim 24 further comprising 
imposing restrictions on use of said personal communications device in response to said 
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determining of restrictions on use of said personal communications device while said 
predetermined relationship exists, (col.3; 1-30 & col.4; 9-21) 

26. Regarding Claim 26, Grube disclosed all the particulars of the claim except the GPS 
receiver is included in a vehicle. However, Agness teaches in an analogous art, that The method 
of claim 23 wherein said receiving said message information from said wireless base station 
occurs at said vehicle, and wherein said deriving information relating to the geographic location 
of said personal communications device comprises receiving global positioning satellite (GPS) 
information from a vehicle-based GPS receiver. (0037; pg.2 - 0038; pg.3). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the GPS 
receiver is included in a vehicle in order to provide a monitoring and control circuit in the 
vehicle which detects permissible highway. 

27. Regarding Claim 27, Grube disclosed all the particulars of the claim except the GPS 
receiver is included in a vehicle. However, Agness teaches in an analogous art, that The method 
of claim 26 further comprising imposing restrictions on use of said personal communications 
device in response to said determining of restrictions on use of said personal communications 
device while said predetermined relationship exists, said imposing being effected by sending a 
control message from a vehicle-based transmitter to said personal communications device. 
(0037; pg.2 - 0038; pg.3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to include the GPS receiver is included in a vehicle in order to 
provide a monitoring and control circuit in the vehicle which detects permissible highway. 

28. Regarding Claim 28, Grube disclosed A method for controlling the use of at least one 
portable communications device in a vehicle, the method comprising 
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at a controller in said vehicle, deriving information relating to the geographic location of said 
vehicle, (col.2; 29 - col.3; 7) 

at said controller in said vehicle, deriving information relating to restrictions on the use of 
personal communications devices in at least one geographic region, (col. 2; 29 - col. 3; 7) 
at said controller in said vehicle, determining whether said geographic location of said vehicle 
bears a predetermined relationship to at least one of said geographic regions, transmitting a 
message from said controller in said vehicle to said at least one personal communications (col. 3; 
1-30) device imposing restrictions on use of each said personal communications device while 
said predetermined relationship exists, (col.4; 9-21) 

Grube fails to disclosed the use of a portable communications device in a vehicle. 
However, Agness teaches in an analogous art, that the use of a portable communications device 
in a vehicle (0038; pg.3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention to include the use of a portable communications device in a vehicle in 
order to provide a monitoring and control circuit in the vehicle which detects permissible 
highway. 

29. Regarding Claim 29, Grube disclosed The method of claim 28 wherein said deriving 
information relating to the geographic location of said vehicle comprises deriving information 
from a global positioning satellite (GPS) receiver in said vehicle. (1 17-1 18; fig. 1; col.2; 29-40) 

30. Regarding Claim 30, Grube disclosed The method of claim 28 wherein said deriving 
information relating to said regions comprises accessing a database comprising geographical 
definitions of a plurality of regions and restrictions applicable to personal communications 
device use in each of said regions, (col.2; 54-60) 
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33. Regarding Claim 33, Grube disclosed The method of claim 32 wherein said customer is a 
user of said personal communications device, (col.3; 23-30) 

36. Regarding Claim 36, Grube disclosed The method of claim 28 wherein said determining 
whether said geographic location of said vehicle bears a predetermined relationship to at least 
one of said geographic regions comprises determining at least one of said geographic regions that 
includes said geographic location of said vehicle, (col.3; 1-30 & col.4; 9-21) 

37. Regarding Claim 37, Grube disclosed A method for controlling the use of a portable 
communications device in a vehicle comprising; 

deriving information relating to the geographic location of said personal communications device, 
accessing a network database to derive geographical definitions of a plurality of regions and 
restrictions applicable to personal communications device use in each of said regions, (col.2; 29 
- col.3; 7) 

determining whether said geographic location of said personal communications device bears a 
predetermined relationship to at least one of said geographic regions, (col.3; 1-30) 
applying restrictions on use of said personal communications device while said predetermined 
relationship exists, (col.4; 9-21) 

Grube fails to disclosed the use of a portable communications device in a vehicle. 
However, Agness teaches in an analogous art, that the use of a portable communications device 
in a vehicle (0038; pg.3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention to include the use of a portable communications device in a vehicle in 
order to provide a monitoring and control circuit in the vehicle which detects permissible 
highway. 
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Claims 6-7, 9-11, 31-32, 34-35, 38-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Grube et al. & Agness et al in view of Lambert et al. 



6. Regarding Claim 6, The above combination disclosed all the particulars of the claim 
except the legal restrictions imposed by a governmental authority. However, Lambert teaches in 
an analogous art, that The method of claim 5 wherein said restrictions comprise legal restrictions 
imposed by a governmental authority, (col. 8; 23-33, col.l 1; 15-22). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the legal 
restrictions imposed by a governmental authority in order to provide a mechanism for 
dynamically controlling the performance of operation of a mobile in accordance with legislative 
requirements of the particular location of mobile. 

7. Regarding Claim 7, The above combination disclosed all the particulars of the claim 
except restrictions comprise restrictions imposed by a customer of said carrier. However, 
Lambert teaches in an analogous art, that The method of claim 5 wherein said use of a personal 
communications device is pursuant to an arrangement with a communications carrier, and said 
restrictions comprise restrictions imposed by a customer of said carrier, (col.8; 23-33, col. 11; 15- 
22). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to include restrictions comprise restrictions imposed by a customer of said carrier in 
order to provide a mechanism for dynamically controlling the performance of operation of a 
mobile in accordance with user requirements of the particular location of mobile. 

9. Regarding Claim 9, The above combination disclosed all the particulars of the claim 
except customer is a person having supervisory responsibility for at least one user of said 
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personal communications device. However, Lambert teaches in an analogous art, that The 
method of claim 7 wherein said customer is a person having supervisory responsibility for at 
least one user of said personal communications device, (col.8; 23-33, col.l 1; 15-22). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include 
customer is a person having supervisory responsibility for at least one user of said personal 
communications device in order to provide a mechanism for dynamically controlling the 
performance of operation of a mobile in accordance with legislative requirements of the 
particular location of mobile. 

10. Regarding Claim 10, The above combination disclosed all the particulars of the claim 
except customer is a person having supervisory responsibility for at least one user of said 
personal communications device. However, Lambert teaches in an analogous art, that The 
method of claim 5 wherein said restrictions further comprise restrictions imposed by a user or a 
person having supervisory responsibility for at least one user of said personal communications 
device, (col.8; 23-33, col.l 1; 15-22). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of invention to include customer is a person having supervisory 
responsibility for at least one user of said personal communications device in order to provide a 
mechanism for dynamically controlling the performance of operation of a mobile in accordance 
with legislative requirements of the particular location of mobile. 

1 1 . Regarding Claim 1 1 , The above combination disclosed all the particulars of the claim 
except the legal restrictions imposed by a governmental authority. However, Lambert teaches in 
an analogous art, that The method of claim 1 wherein said plurality of regions comprises all 
regions in a governmental jurisdiction. (col.8; 23-33, col.l 1; 15-22). Therefore, it would have 
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been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the legal 
restrictions imposed by a governmental authority in order to provide a mechanism for 
dynamically controlling the performance of operation of a mobile in accordance with legislative 
requirements of the particular location of mobile. 

3 1 . Regarding Claim 31, The above combination disclosed all the particulars of the claim 
except the legal restrictions imposed by a governmental authority. However, Lambert teaches in 
an analogous art, that The method of claim 30 wherein said restrictions comprise legal 
restrictions imposed by a governmental authority, (col. 8; 23-33, coll 1; 15-22). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the 
legal restrictions imposed by a governmental authority in order to provide a mechanism for 
dynamically controlling the performance of operation of a mobile in accordance with legislative 
requirements of the particular location of mobile. 

32. Regarding Claim 32, The above combination disclosed all the particulars of the claim 
except restrictions comprise restrictions imposed by a customer of said carrier. However, 
Lambert teaches in an analogous art, that The method of claim 30 wherein said use of a personal 
communications device is pursuant to an arrangement with a communications carrier, and said 
restrictions comprise restrictions imposed by a customer of said carrier, (col.8; 23-33, col. 11; 15- 
22). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to include restrictions comprise restrictions imposed by a customer of said carrier in 
order to provide a mechanism for dynamically controlling the performance of operation of a 
mobile in accordance with user requirements of the particular location of mobile. 
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34. Regarding Claim 34, The above combination disclosed all the particulars of the claim 
except customer is a person having supervisory responsibility for at least one user of said 
personal communications device. However, Lambert teaches in an analogous art, that The 
method of claim 32 wherein said customer is a person having supervisory responsibility for at 
least one user of said personal communications device, (col.8; 23-33, col. 11; 15-22). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include 
customer is a person having supervisory responsibility for at least one user of said personal 
communications device in order to provide a mechanism for dynamically controlling the 
performance of operation of a mobile in accordance with legislative requirements of the 
particular location of mobile. 

35. Regarding Claim 35, The above combination disclosed all the particulars of the claim 
except the legal restrictions imposed by a governmental authority. However, Lambert teaches in 
an analogous art, that The method of claim 28 wherein said plurality of regions comprises all 
regions in a governmental jurisdiction, (col.8; 23-33, col. 1 1; 15-22). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the legal 
restrictions imposed by a governmental authority in order to provide a mechanism for 
dynamically controlling the performance of operation of a mobile in accordance with legislative 
requirements of the particular location of mobile. 

38. Regarding Claim 38, The above combination disclosed all the particulars of the claim 
except the legal restrictions imposed by a governmental authority. However, Lambert teaches in 
an analogous art, that The method of claim 37 wherein said restrictions comprise legal 
restrictions imposed by a governmental authority, said method further comprising updating said 
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network database to reflect changes in said legal restrictions, (col.8; 23-33, coll 1; 15-22). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to include the legal restrictions imposed by a governmental authority in order to provide a 
mechanism for dynamically controlling the performance of operation of a mobile in accordance 
with legislative requirements of the particular location of mobile. 

39. Regarding Claim 39, The above combination disclosed all the particulars of the claim 
except the legal restrictions. However, Lambert teaches in an analogous art, that The method of 
claim 38 wherein said updating said network database to reflect changes in legal restrictions 
comprises temporary changes reflecting conditions affecting operation of said vehicle, (col. 8; 23- 
33, col.l 1; 15-22). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to include the legal restrictions in order to provide a mechanism for 
dynamically controlling the performance of operation of a mobile in accordance with legislative 
requirements of the particular location of mobile. 

40. Regarding Claim 40, The above combination disclosed all the particulars of the claim 
except customer is a person having supervisory responsibility for at least one user of said 
personal communications device. However, Lambert teaches in an analogous art, that The 
method of claim 37 wherein said restrictions comprise restrictions imposed by a person having 
supervisory responsibility over a user of said personal communications device, said method 
further comprising updating said network database to reflect changes in said restrictions imposed 
by said person having supervisory responsibility over a user of said personal communications 
device, (col. 8; 23-33, colli; 15-22). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of invention to include customer is a person having supervisory 
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responsibility for at least one user of said personal communications device in order to provide a 
mechanism for dynamically controlling the performance of operation of a mobile in accordance 
with legislative requirements of the particular location of mobile. 

Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Grube et al. & 
Agness et al in view of Pitts. 

22. Regarding Claim 22, The above combination disclosed all the particulars of the claim 
except a short-range transmitter. However, Pitts teaches in an analogous art, that The method of 
claim 21 wherein said fixed- location communications node comprises a short-range transmitter 
transmitting message information identifying the location of said fixed-location communications 
node, (pico; pg.3; 0045). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention to include a short-range transmitter in order to control mobile 
communications within a specific range. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sharad Rampuria whose telephone number is 703-308-4736. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thu. (6:30-4:00) alternate Fri.( 6:30-3:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Trost can be reached on 703-308-5318. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9314 for regular 
communications and 703-872-9314 for After Final communications. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-4700. 



Sharad K. Rampuria 
August 8, 2003 



